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FREE ENTERPRISE CAPITALISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it’s a
privilege to be recognized to address
you and the House of Representatives
and the people of the country who lis-
ten in on these types of discussions.

As I listened in on the gentlelady’s
remarks on the global war on terror,
particularly in Iraq, and I hear the
words ‘“‘war of choice,” I actually ex-
pect that the historians will write it
differently. And you can never write
history from a contemporary perspec-
tive. That has to be done a generation
or so down the line so you can see how
things actually unfold.

When I look back at the time when
this country was attacked, we’ve been
attacked any number of times for the
18 previous years; but September 11,
2001, is a date that we will always re-
member. And as the President made his
decisions, as he rose up and really took
on a leadership mantle here, he was the
Commander in Chief, but he stepped up
to leadership on that day and on the
days subsequent to September 11, and
he had to make some tough decisions.
One of them was to engage in combat
in Afghanistan.

He ordered troops within a little
more than 30 days into battle. And ev-
eryone said you can’t be successful in
Afghanistan; no one in history has
been successful in Afghanistan. And, in
fact, history is replete with the exam-
ples of the outside military operations
that have gone into Afghanistan and
failed. I can’t tell you from this point,
Mr. Speaker, whether history will
write that Afghanistan is a resounding
success, but the contemporary analysis
at this point is that it is a resounding
success.

As I listen to the gentlelady talk
about a war of choice, I would submit
that the President had no choice. He
had no choice. We had been attacked.
Remember, all the planes were ground-
ed. We didn’t know if there were more
in the air, if they were coming to more
places. The one that went to the
ground in Pennsylvania may well have
been targeted to the White House or
this very Capitol Building that we are
in.

And all the intelligence in the world
concurred on one thing, that Saddam
Hussein had weapons of mass destruc-
tion in significant quantities. And the
gentlelady that would submit other-
wise would have been one of the first to
raise an objection if the President
would have ordered troops into battle
in Iraq without proper protection from
chemical weapons, for example. No one
believed otherwise, not Hillary Clinton,
not the United Nations, not the
Israelis, not the French, not the Rus-
sians, not the CIA, and not George
Tenet.

So to take us back through this,
there was a time and a moment in his-
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tory where decisions had to be made
within that context, within the context
of what did we know at the time, what
did we believe at the time, and what
were the consequences and what were
the alternatives.

Now, the alternative that the Presi-
dent had to be considering, and I don’t
believe that he has ever spoken about
this publicly, and I'm not implying
that he has spoken to me about it pri-
vately, but the alternative that the
President had to consider was, if I do
not take action, then what? What will
be the response of the American people
if we are attacked again and I sit on
my hands, like happened in the after-
math of the attack on the USS Cole or
the U.S. embassies in Africa or the cir-
cumstances within Mogadishu when we
retreated and gave up that piece of
ground and sent a message to the ter-
rorists that we didn’t have the resolve?
What would have been the con-
sequence?

What if the United States had been
attacked again, not on September 11,
2001, but maybe September 11, 2003, and
we hadn’t taken action? What if those
resources had come out of, and, in fact,
some of the resources were coming out
of Iraq that were targeted against us,
what if America had lives that had
been lost in significant numbers? What
then would the gentlelady say? What
then would the critics to the President
say?

They would say he didn’t take action
when he should have. They would say
he should have gone into Iraq. But he
had to deal with the information he
knew when he knew it. And the deci-
sion that was made, as historians will
evaluate, I believe, will be that the
President didn’t really have a choice.
And this Congress endorsed that deci-
sion with a vote here on the floor of
Congress in the House of Representa-
tives and in the Senate that was the
authorization to use military force.

So we need to stand behind our deci-
sions here as well as stand behind the
Commander in Chief. And I would sub-
mit that the advocacy for an imme-
diate pullout of Iraq, that’s actually a
tired, threadbare argument today. It’s
been a threadbare argument for a long
time, but it was illuminated pretty
well when General Petraeus came to
this Congress in those days, September
12, 13 or 14 of September, when he de-
livered his report to the House of Rep-
resentatives and the following day de-
livered his report to the United States
Senate.

And, Mr. Speaker, as we saw the
things that transpired in Iraq at the
beginning of the surge, and I recall
being there last Thanksgiving and try-
ing to go into al Anbar province, trying
to get into places like Ramadi and
Fallujah, and I couldn’t go because it
was too dangerous, the stability was
not there, the marines had written off
Anbar province. The map was colored
all red. The map of the tribal zones
that actually are the local government
in Iraq was colored all red, red being
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the color that denotes al Qaeda; al
Qaeda being in control of and having
the dominant influence in those tribal
zones in Anbar province. So I couldn’t
g0 into Anbar, couldn’t go to Fallujah,
couldn’t go to Ramadi, couldn’t go to a
number of those other communities.

That was last Thanksgiving. How-
ever, the last part of July this year I
did go. I went into Ramadi and walked
the streets of Ramadi. That’s where
they had the 5K run here I think just
yesterday or maybe the day before.
Hundreds and hundreds, in fact, thou-
sands of people in the street out there
doing a recreational 5K run, something
that you would only see people running
in Iraq if they’re running from an ex-
plosion or a bullet or towards where
that bullet or explosion detonated. But
today, there is recreational running
going on over there in a place like
Ramadi, where it has been the center
of death. And those tribal zones in al
Anbar province that were all colored
red now on the map are all colored
green, supportive of U.S. coalition and
Iraqi defense forces.

And I would point out that the lib-
eration, the freeing, the driving of al
Qaeda out of Ramadi was done with 85
percent Iraqi defense forces, 15 percent
U.S. coalition forces. The Iraqis are
more than fighting side by side.
They’re leading in this battle in many
of the places over there in Iraq. And
you have seen, also, American casual-
ties down to the lowest levels we’ve
had in over a year. And you’re seeing
Iraqi civilian casualties down to a level
that is less than half of what it was a
year ago.

Now, none of these are good cir-
cumstances for permanent conditions,
but this is a good direction and a good
trend. And the agreement that was
reached in Anbar province where the
sheiks came around on our side and
said we’re going to throw our lot with
you, we’re going to drive out al Qaeda,
what they really said was, We want to
kill al Qaeda with you. It wasn’t some
politically correct statement like, We
would like to join with you to try to
improve the stability or security here
in our region. They said, We want to
kill al Qaeda with you.

And they actually have a reconcili-
ation plan. Some of those young men
over there have been taking money
from al Qaeda and setting roadside
bombs, detonating roadside bombs or
attacking Americans, U.S. coalition
troops or Iraqis. They’ve been paid for;
they’ve been mercenaries for al Qaeda.
And some of them are there because
they philosophically think it’s the
right thing to do, too. But the rec-
onciliation plan is this, if you have at-
tacked our side and you want to come
forward and make a confession, if
you’re not standing there with blood
on your hands and we can work this
thing out, then you make a public dec-
laration as a former al Qaeda supporter
that you’re going to support the Iraqi
defense force, the Government of Iraq,
U.S. coalition forces, and fight on our
side.



